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REPLY TO THE INQUIRIES OF “L. G.” 
(cONTINUED FRoM PAGE 118.) 

To give support to the doctrine ofa general judg- 
ment in the future state of being, our correspondent 
has quoted Heb. ix. 27. ‘* And as it is appointed un- 
to men once to die, but after this the judgment :” 

It ought to be the sole object of every inquirer, 
and of every writer on sacred subjects, to ascertain, 
if possible, what instruction the inspired penmen in- 
tended to communicate, in all those dark and difti- 





cult parts of their writings, which the mind is net | 


likely to comprehend at the first reading. ‘To se- 
cure this object, or to render success probable, it is 
necessary to appeal to the scriptures with prayerful 
minds, and carefully compare those difficult parts 
with their connexions. Ifthere be nothing in the 
connexion which authorizes the conclusion that the 
subject of discourse is change:, it would be doing vio- 
lence to the divine testimony to give such an inter- 
pretation to one part, as would destroy its connex- 
ion with the other. This reasoning will apply with 
all the force of demonstration, (at least, in our minds,) 


to the popular interpretation of the passage before | 
us, by which it has been applied to a general judg- | 


ment of all mankind, at the dissolution of the materi- 
al universe. Let us now appeal to the passage, with 
the connexion in which it stands, to see whether the 
interpretation we have mentioned be there author- 
ized. 

To render our inquiries the more successful, we 
should begin with the viith chapter, and we shall 
find that the apostle was treating the same general 
subject through the viiith, ixth and to the 22d verse 
of the xth chapter, without any intermission, or the 
introduction of a different topick. 

The burden of the apostle’s reasoning, in these 
chapters, is to show the superiority of the Priesthood 
of Christ, over that of Aaron and hissons. He brings 
to view the office of Melchisedec, who was anointed 
of God, to be a priest ; and tells us that Christ was 
not made a Priest after the order of Aaron, and his 
sons, who were anointed by men, but after the more 
perfect manner of Melchisedec, who received his 
anointing directly from the Most High. But com- 
paring the Priesthood of Christ, with that of Aaron 
and his sons, the former appears vastly superior, in- 
somuch that the one is considered no more than the 


faint emblem of the other. “The law,” therefore, | 


and imperfect representation of the new and better 
| Covenant. In both the legatand christ*an Coventnts, 
| “the shedding of blood” was required, otherwise 
| the offering, through which the people were to be 
| accepted, could not be presented by the High Priest : 
| And as the Priest under the law had not the power 
| of rising from the dead, he could not enter into the 
| holy place to present the sacrifice, if he were himself 
| to become the victim: Hence it was necessary that 
| a substitute should be found, in which the high priest 
| might be symbolically represented as slain. Here 

we discover one essential point in which the resem- 
| blance was not a perfect one : For in Christ, we find 
both the sacrifice and the High Priest. Having no- 
| ted these particulars, we may begin with the 22d 
verse and proceed with some remarks to the end of 
the chapter. 

* And ulmost all things are by the law purged with 
| blood ; and without shedding of blood is no remiss- 
jion. £f was therefore necessary that the patterns of 
| things in the heavens shou!d be purified with these ;” 
| that is, with the blood of sluin beasts, —“ but the hea- 
| venly things themselves with better sacrifices than 
j these. For Christ is not entered into the holy pla- 
ces made with hands, which are the figures of the 
; true; but into heaven itself, now to appear in the 
| presence of God for us : Nor yet that he should of- 
fer himself often, as the high priest entereth into the 
holy place every year with blood of others ;—For 
then must he often have suffered since the founda- 
| tion of the world ; but now once in the end of the 
world hath he appeared to put away sin by the sac- 
rifice of.himself : And as it is appointed unto men” 
under the law, “once to die,” by asymbplical rep- 
resentation in the victim that was slain, “aid after 
this the judgment ;””? Which denotes that the high 
priest entered into the symbolical presence of “ the 
Judge of all the earth,” where judgment was render- 
ed in favour of the whole congregation for whom the 
offering was presented—* So,’’ that is in like man- 
ner, * Christ was once offered to bear the sins of ma- 
ny ;” that is, of all mankind ; for he is the propitia- 
tion for the sins of the whole world ; ‘and unto them 


without sin unto salvation.” 

Whoever will carefully examine the connexion, 
and read to the 22d verse of chap. x, will see that 
the resemblance is kept in view between the legal 
and christian dispensations ; the priesthood of Aaron, 
| and the priesthood of Christ : And that by the ex- 
| planation which we have given, the correspondence 


plication of this text, all the confusion of contraricties 
is at once introduced. 
The text asserts, that “as it is appointed unto 





that look for him shall he appear the second time | 


lis perfectly preserved : Whereas, by the popular ap- | 


ing for the sins of the whole world ? And more es- 
pecially, when we are informed that his death was 
for the express purpose of ‘ putting away sin by the 
sacrifice of himself ?? Would the popular sentiment 
of a future judgment and endless condemnation beat 
the least resemblance to the Saviour’s dying to put 
away sin, or make an end of trarsgression ’—Let this 
subject be seriously examined, “ind the following ob- 
servations, we think, will appear consistent. 

1. The high priest under the law entered once a 
year, with the blood of the sacrifice, into the holy 
| place, (a figure of heaven,) where he was accepted 
and found pardon extended, by the Judge of all the 
earth, to all those for whom he offered a sacrifice. 
which was the whole multitude of the house of Israei : 


‘| Consequently, all were called to the delightful exer 


cise of rejoicing and praise, 
2. Christ, aftér a similar manner, though in a mor 


himself. This offering was for all mankind: And 
by it, as we are told in scripture, he “ obtained eter- 
nal redemption for us : His acceptance, therefore, 
is not to be called in question. Now if Christ were 
accepted in his offéring, and which cannot be deni- 
ed, it follows of necessity, that all those for whem 
he gave his life a ransom were accepted in him. 

It may now be asked, if all were accepted in him, 
and through the offermg which he presented, wihis 
are not al! mankind virtuous and happy? We an- 
swer,—becausé all do not believe this truth. 

Suppose a part of the Israelites, for whom the 
high priest offered a sacrifice, did not believe that 
they were accepted in his offering ; and that the 
pardoning love of God was not extended to them, 
notwithstanding the golden bells attached to the 
high priest’s garment were heard by the whole mul- 
titude who were waiting without,—Suppose ye that 
they could join in the shouts of rejoicing, and the 
sentiments of thanksgiving ’—Neither can those who 
discredit the glorious message of “peace through 
the blood of the cross,” join in the ennobling senti- 
ments of gratitude for that unspeakable gift. In both 
cases, unbelief would be sure to render them hope- 
less ; and in some instances, the victims of despair. 
| As our correspondent has adverted to two morc 
passages ; to wit—Heb. x. 26, 27, and Revelation 
xxii. 11, they must be reserved for future numbers. 

(TO BE CONTINUED.) 








FOR THE CURISTIAN TELESCOPE. 
THE RAINBOW. 


Behold the bright—the beauteous bow ! 
| Set in the heav’ns by God’s own hand : 





| When its resplendent tints we view, 


| Enraptur’d, we admiring stand. 


with all its sacrifices, “ was a shadow of good things men once to die, but after this the judgment; So| In ew’ry diffrent hue, we see 


tocome ; but not the very image of the things ; 


Christ was once offered to bear the sins of many ;” 


| An emblem of some grace divine, 


that is, not an entire and perfect resemblance of the, &c. But where is there any possible resemblance | And in the whole a type of thee, 


gospel, its High Priest and his offcring, but a iaint between a future general judgment, and Christ’s dy-| Dear Saviour of the world, doth shiue 


perfect and extensive sense, made an offering of 
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We God’s bright bow, set-in the cloud, 
As token of his cov’nant bless ; 

That he’ll no more destroy by flood ; 
Although frail man his laws transgress. 
And when the glor’ous arch appears, 
Tho’ darkest clouds obscure the sky ; 
The promis’d sign dispels our fears, 
Our hearts with hope—with love, beat high. 
So Christ is seen, the hope of all, 
Array’d in heav’nly diadem ; 

Each grace adorns his coronal, 

But mercy shines its brightest gem. 
‘Twas mercy pierce’d the clouds of sin, 
That darken’d all this vale of texrs ; 
Gentiles and Jews to God ’twill bring ; 
“Tis mercy Jesus’ name endears. 

ile sits in heav’n, a token clear, 

‘That erring souls may not despair ; 
For he’s their head—their pioneer, 
His members all must meet him there. 


Then, when the floods of sin arise 
And clouds o’erspread our mental sky ; 


We'll look to Jesus in the skies, 
And trust that our salvation’s nigh. 
ELLEN. 


SELECTIONS. 








FROM THE (BOSTON) RECORDER AND TELEGRAPH. 
UNIVERSALISM DISPROVED, 
BY A NEW PROCESS OF REASONING. 

“ Let the wicked forsake his way, and the unright- 
eous man his thoughts, and let him return unto the 
Lord, and he will have mercy upon him, and to our 
God, for he will abundantly ranvoy.”—Isa. lv. 7. 

It is evident from this passage, and from hundreds 
of others to be found in the Bible, that God will be- 
stow pardon upon the truly penitent. This is the truth 
(and it is one which I presume no denomination of 
Christians has ever pretended to call in question) on 
which I shall chiefly rely, in disproving the doctrine 
of Universal Salvation. 

It is well known to those, who have had much ac- 
quaintance with the believers in this do@trine, that 
there is a great diversity in their religious sentiments. 


They all agree, to be sure, in the general conclusion, | 


that the whole human race will finally be saved ; but 
in their modes of arriving at this conclusion, they 
differ variously and widely. It is my intention to 
disprove their several schemes, by comparing them 
with the universally acknowledged truth, that God 
will bestow pardon upon the truly penitent. 

Some have supposed that there is no sin in the 
world, or in the universe. ‘‘ Every man,” say they, 
** answers the particular end for which he was made. 
Every man accomplishes the work, which it was in- 
tended he should accomplish. One man performs 
the will of God as much as another. Whatever is, 
is right—morally right.” The conclusion is, there- 
fore, that all men will be saved—But if there is no sin 
in the world, why does God pro;-»se pardon to the 
penitent ? Do not pardon, and penitence necessarily 
_— crime and guilt? Who ever was pardoned, 
that had committed no offence ? The fact, that God 
proposes pardon to the penitent, is proof conclusive 
that men are sinners; that they have violated, not in- 
deed his general purposes, but his Jaws; and that 
the scheme of universal salvation, which is founded 
on the supposition that there is no sin in the world, 
is wholly a delusion. 

Some have supposed that all men are sinners ; but 
that every sin brings its own punishment directly 
along with it. Every one suffers as much as he de- 
seryes, in the adversities and ills of the present life ; 


: so that when the sufferings of the present life are 
| past, all suffering is ended. 
| teared beyond the grave.—But God, we have seen, 


There is nothing to be 


proposes to the penitent. Pardon implies, 


‘not only crime and guilt, but exposure to punish- 
| ment. 


The very act of bestowing pardon, is the act 
of freeing the person receiving it from his liability to 
suffer deserved punishment. Such is the nature of 
this act, both as it occurs among men, and as spoken 
of in the word of Cod. What then is the proper 
punishment of sin? What is the punishment to which 
all sinners are liable previous to pardon, and from 
which pardon frees those who repent ? Is it indeed 
the adversities and ills of the present life? But who 
are free from these ? And, on this ground, who are 
pardoned ? And, as God promises pardon to those 
who repent, who are the penitent ? Where are the 
favoured few, who are to suiier no more sickness, no 
more disappointments or troubles, so long as they 
live ? If the troubles of this life constitute the prop- 
er punishment of sin, manifestly none either are, or 
ever were, or ever will be, pardoned. And ualess 
the promises of God are broken, none ever were, or 
will be penitent. ‘lo such absurdities are we driven, 
by supposing sin to bring ail its deserved punishment 
with it, in the present hfe. : 

Some have considered temporal death as the prop- 
er punishment of sm. They suppose this was the 
death threatened to our first parents in Paradise ; 
and that this constitutes the penalty of the divine 
law. And when itis said in the Seriptures, “The 
soul that sinneth, it shall die.” The wages of sin is 
death,” &c. they understand this of temporud death. 
Consequently they infer, that when temporal death 
is suffered, all is suffered. ‘There is nothing to be 
endured or feared beyond it. But how will this sen- 
timent compare with the divine promises of pardon 
to the penitent ? If temporal death is the proper 
punishment of sin, who are the pardoned ? Who ure 
the penitent ? Who are, or ever were, or ever will 
be, exempt from their liability to sufler temporal 
death ? We are driven, therefore, to the same ab- 
surdity as before. We must see and say, either that 
temporal death is not the proper deserved punish- 
ment of sin, or that penitence and pardon are un- 
known in the religious concerns of men. 

Some have believed that mankind are sinners, but 
that Christ has suffered the penalty of the law, and 
cancelled all the demands of justice, in their stead. 
Consequently the law, they say, is satisfied ; justice 
has no more claims, and all of every character are 
sure of heaven. But if this sentiment be true, what 
mean the frequent proposals of pardon, which God 
has made, and is making, to the penitent ? If Christ 
has suffered the full penalty of the law, in the place 
of men, for what do they stand in need of pardon ? 
Pardon frees those who receive it from deserved pun- 
ishment. But ifall the punishment of sinners has 
been suffered already, in Christ their substitute, then 
they cannot be freed from farther deserved punish- 
ment. In other words, they cannot on this ground, 
be pardoned. There is no room for pardon. It is 
as true, therefore, as it is that God proposes pardon 
to the penitent, that Christ did not sutter the penal- 
ty of the Jaw for men, and that neither all men, nor 
any, can on this ground be saved. Christ suffered 
enough to magnily the broken Jaw and make it hon- 
orable—to manifest to the full the divine displeasure 
at sin—to answer all those purposes in the divine 
government, which could have been answered by in- 
flicting deserved punishment upon our guilty race ; 
but he did not sutfer the penalty of the law, or can- 
cel the debt of justice, for any man living. 

It is the opimon of many, that mankind are sinners, 
and must repent, and that all will finally be brought 
to repentance. ‘Those who do not repent in this hte, 
or in death, will be punished hereafter till they do 
repent. And that degree of punishment which is 
necessary in order to bring them to repentance, and 





thus prepare them for happiness, is the proper pun- 
ishment of their sms. But God proposes 2 to 
the penitent ; or, in other words, he proposes to ex- 





a 


empt those who repent, from their liability to suffer 
the due reward of their deeds. But on the supposi- 
tion before us, persons suffer the due reward of their 
deeds, previous to repentance. The proper punish. 
ment of their sins, is that degree of Punishment which 
is requisite in order to brig them to repentance, 
They suffer all they deserve, before they repent, 
How then can they be pardoned after they repent? 
For what do they stand in need of pardon? ‘They 
have nothing mere to suffer. They have received 
already the proper punishment of theirsins. ‘These 
remarks render it plain, that we must either re. 
nounce the promises of pardon to the penitent, or we 
must renounce the idea, that the proper punishment 
of sin is that degree of punishment which is necessa- 
ry in order to bring sinners to repentance, ° 

It has been asserted, as a ground of universal sal- 
vation. that the cantrary is not so much as intimated 
m the Scriptures. “ ‘The idea of future punishment 
never once entered the minds of the sacred writers ; 
nor have they used a single expression, which is fit- 
ted to conyey this idea to others. ‘The supposition 
of future punishment is therefore wholly gratuitous.” 
But the Scriptures, it will not be doubted, contain 
ofters of parden to the penitent. In other words, 
they promise, on condition of repentance, exemption 
from some deserved punishment. What then is this 
punishment ? If it is not future punishment, it must 
be present, temporal punishment. But from what 
present, temporal punishment, are the penitent ex- 
empt, more than the impenitent ? Both drink alike, 
here on earth, of the cup of sorrow. Botia share 
alike the disappointments, and troubles, and ills of 
life. Both fall alike, by one means or another, be- 
fore the stroke of the “ king of terrors.” So far as 
temporal things are concerned, “all things come 
alike to all—there is one event to the righteous, and 
to the wicked.” If then there is no such thing as 
future punishment, who are the pardoned? Aad 
where, cn this ground, is the mighty difference in 
point of circumstances, between those who repent, 
and these who remain impenitent ? 

It will be obvious, I think, without pursuing this 
train of remark further, that the principle assumed 
at the commencement of this discussion, contains 
within itself a perfect refutation of nearly all the 
schemes of universal salvation which have ever been 
devised.—Onily let a person admit (what I suppose 
no one who believes the Bible is unwilling to admit) 
that God will bestow pardon upon the truly penitent— 
let him follow this single truth out, and be consis- 
tent—and he cannet be a Universalist. He cannot 
stop short of believing, that the proper punishment 
of sin—tinat to which we ure ail liable previous to 
pardon, and from which pardon frees us,—is efernal 
punishment. 

It appears from what has been said, that there are 
severad sorls of Universalists. Among those thus de- 
nominated, there is a great diversity of religious sen- 
timent. ‘hey are agreed, to be sure, in the general 
conclusion, that the human family are all to be sav- 
ed; but they come to this conclusion by very difler- 
ent, and in some cases, by totally opposite routes. 
‘Their various modes of arnving at it involve systems 
of religous belief, the most diverse and irreconcila- 
ble. One, for instance, builds his Universalism upon 
the principie, that there is no sin in the world ; while 
another builds his upon the opposite principle, that 
we are great sinners, but that Christ has paid the 
whole debt, and set us free. One tells us that there 
is no such thing as future punishment ; while anoth- 
er asserts, that the wicked will be punished in the 
other world, until they are brought to repentance, 
and thus prepared to be released. Some thunk, that 
all will be saved through the merits of Christ ; and 
others, that the interposition of Christ, except as 
mere religious teacher, was unnecessary. Yet we 
hear of no disputing among these different classes ot 
Universalists. They associate together with as much 
harmony as thouga they were perfectly united in one 


Lmind and judgment. Indeed, it is not uncommon 
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schemes to another, in the course of a few days, and 
even in the course of a single conversation, as though 
the distance bet-veen them was unperceived, and of 
noaccount. From facts like these, it is not, I think, 
uncandid to conclude, that with most Universalists 
the great object is, not so much to discover truth, as 
to support a frvorite point. The general conclusion 
is established first ; and the means of arriving at it 
are regarded as of minor importance. The point is 
fixed at once that all must be saved ; and he who can 
gain this desired point by the shortest and best meth- 
od, is entitled of course to the highest praise.—No 
wonder Universulists are for the most part, uneasy in 
their minds. The solemn trifling, in which they in- 
dulge, is not of a nature to bring rest to the soul. 
\s the sand under their feet is continually giving 
yay, they must continue struggling, or they must 
ink. But what will they do, when their sandy found- 
ation is all gone—when the season of trifling is for 
eyer past--and when, in the light of another world, 
despised, dreaded truth is poured in upon their con- 
sciences, in one resistless and eternal stream ! 
p—-. 





FROM THE UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE. 
REPLY TO THE FOREGOING. 

No doubt some who read this paper may be of 
opinion that the reasoning contained in the forego- 
ing, and the arguments which the writer depends on 
as being amply sufficient to overthrow the doctrine 
of Universal Salvation, are too weak and inconsistent 
to require or deserve an answer. But such should 
reflect, that the minds of others may not, even, at 
this day,- have arrived to that salutary degree of dis- 
cernment which enables those who enjoy it to de- 
tect the false reasoning which is so very palpable in 
this piece of labor, designed to maintain the doctrine 
of endless puuishment. We have no reason to doubt 
that the author was satisfied, that his arguments were 
sound ; and it is very probable that the editor of the 
Reconper any T'ecegrapn was satisfied also that 
Universalism is refuted, or why should he voluntarily 
expose what he considered fallacious, when he must 
know it would operate against the cause in which he 
isengaged ? Nor is it at all likely that the author 
and the editor are the only persons in community, 
who are incapable of discerning, without assistance, 
the unsoundness of the arguments which they have 
presented to the public ; many of their readers no 
doubt feel as much assured as they do, that the argu- 
ments of this author are unanswerable. In fact it 
has been stated that some have expressed their con- 
v ction that this piece is a fair refutation of Univer- 
salism. 

It is presumed that the candid will acknowledge 
that the foregoing considerations form a suflicient 
apology for an attempt to show this advocate of end- 
less punishment, and others, who allow his reasoning, 
wherein his arguments are incorrect, and the ground 
he has taken untenable. 

This writer professes to be acquainted with the 
yarious views which Universalists entertain, and 
therefore attempts to overthrow the whole by show- 
ing that the text, on which he relies, is directly op- 
posed to all and every system on which the belief of 
Universal Salvation is predicated. 

The first scheme of Universal Salvation, which 
this writer overthrows, is established on the hypoth- 
esis, that there is no sin in the world, that whatever 

is, is morally right. There is good reason to believe, 
that this statement was the effect of a want of infor- 
mation. The writer of this reply, though much con- 
versant with Universalists for more than thirty years, 
has never found any author wo built his belies of 
the doctrine on this hypothesis. It is true this wri- 
ter has connected another idea with this hy pothesis, 
which many Universalists as well as Calvimsts fully 
believe, viz. That “every man answers the partic- 
ular end for which he was made, &c.” All predes- 
tinarians believe this, the Orthodox as much as Uin- 
versalists ; but neither of thei contends that there 


The next scheme of doctrine, which this writer 
atteinpts to disprove, by the fact that God proposes 
to pardon the penitent, supposes “that all men are 
sinners ; but that every sin brings its own punish- 
ment directly along with it, &c.” In order to show 
that this scheme is not correct, this writer was un- 
der the necessity of informing his readers that par- 
don necessarily frees ‘‘the person who receives it 
froin his liability to suffer deserved punishment.”— 
Here the reader is requested to make a pause, and 
carefully cast in mind the question, whether this 
statement be correct. This advecate of endless pun- 
ishment was evidently sensible that his argument 
depended entirely on this, his exposition of the word 
pardon. But this being the case, is it not worthy of 
remark, that he should give this exposition no other 
support than barely his own assertion ? Is this whole 
subject, after all the importance which has been at- 
tached to it, not worth one quotation ? Surprising ! 
It is really mortifying to meet with such attacks.— 
Our antagonist comes forward with as high preten- 
sions and as great seeming confidence as did Peter 
the hermit, who undertook ‘a crusade to deliver Je- 
rusalem and the holy sepuichre from the hands of in- 
fidels, and informs = public that he is going to 
prostrate the whole phalanx of Universalisis ‘ by @ 
new process of reasoning ;” but the moment he comes 
toa point on which he knows his all depends, he 
gives it the weight of his own assertion, and that is 
all! 

It is by no means improper to inform this writer 
that he is quite in a mistake to call his process of 
reasoning a new one. Bold and unsupported asser- 
tions are no new things. ‘They have been in use as 
long as error has been supported. 

That this exposition of pardon, on which our wri- 
ter depends to disprove Universal Salvation, is con- 
trary to scripture, is fully proved by a multitude of 
passages, of which the following are a sample : Rom. 
1. 6. ** Who will render to every man according to 
his deeds.” —Col. iii. 25. “ But he that doeth wrong 
shall receive for the wrong which he hath done ; and 
there is no respect of persons.” These passages, 
with many others of the same import, clearly main- 
tain what St. Paul gives us to underssand in the fol- 
lowing passage. Heb. ii. 2, 3. “For if the word 
spoken by angels was steadfast, and every transgres- 
sion and disobedience received a just recompense 
of reward ; how shall we escape, if we neglect so 
great salvation ?”’? The plain sense of this last pas- 
suge is, that every transgression and disobedience, 
committed under the law dispensation, did, under 
that dispensation, receive a just recompense of re- 
ward ; and that being a matter of fact, 1t is impossi- 
ble that any can escape under the dispensation ef 
the gospel. What think you now, reader, of this 
writer’s exposition of pardon ? If what the scriptures 
assert is true, and this writer’s assertion be true also, 
every one must see, that God never did nor ever will 
pardon a single soul who has sinned ! But the Scrip- 
tures as fully maintain the doctrine of pardon or fur- 
giveness as they maintain the doctrine of positive, 
universal and impartial retribution. See Col. ii. 15. 
“ And you, being dead in your sins, and the uncir- 
cumcision of your flesh, hath ne quickened together 
with him, having forgiven you all wrespasses.” Here 
we learn that those Colossians, who nad been dead 
in sin, had obtained forgiveness of all their trespas- 


beautiful passage recorded in Isaiah x1. 2. ‘ Speak 
ye comfortably to Jerusalem, and cry unto her, that 
her warfare is accomplished, that her iniquity is par- 
doned ; for she hath reccived of the Lord’s hand 
double for all her sins.” What fact does this passage 
state in support of the assertion that the iniquity of 
Jerusalem was pardoned ? Answer, the fact that she 
had already received of the Lord’s hand double for 
all her sins. 

Having now entirely removed the very foundation 
on which our opposer rested his whole argument, it 
seems unnecessary to labour to show that each par- 
ticular part of his superstructure is also removed.— 
Having a clear understanding of the fact, that the 
sinner, who is forgiven or pardoned is also duly re- 
compensed according to all his offences, the whole 
argument of our opponent is clearly refuted ; and his 
text shown to have no force in a single point of ar- 
gument, to which he has applied it. And yet if his 
exposition of pardon were allowed, his main argu- 
ment would not thereby find support ; for as Jesus 
was exalted to give repentance as well as the remis- 
sion of sins, it is just as easy for him to give repent- 
ance to all men as to any. And this writer will do 
well to considev, that it is sin which obtains remis- 
sion, not deserved punishment. 

Perhaps there is one sense, in which the “pro- 
cess,” by which. this writer has attempted to disprove 
Universalism, may be considered new. He contends 
that the fact that God proposes to pardon the peni- 
tent proves that all men cannot be saved. Very 
well; let this, for the sake of the argument, be 
granted ; and then we will ask, what he would have 
contended for, relative to this subject, if in place of - 
proposing to pardon the penitent, God had given us 
positive information, that he would not pardon the 
penitent ? Would this writer be willing to allow, 
that if God would not pardon the penitent, then all 
men would be saved ? No, surely he would not ; for 
he contends that without pardon the sinner cannot 
be saved. What does the whole amount to? An- 
swer, this writer has found a proposition, which 
maintains exactly the same thing, which the oppo- 
site of itself maintains ! This is new ! St. Peter says, 
“* God is not willing that any should perish, but that 
all should come unto repentance.” But how does 
this writer’s argument reply to this passage ? If all 
should come to repentance, then all would be for- 
given ; but all could not be saved, because God pro- 
poses to pardon the penitent! St. Paul says, God 
‘will have all men to be saved.” But this writer 
contends that this cannot be done, because God pro- 
poses to pardon the penitent! God says, by Isatah, 
*¢ Look unto me and be saved, all the ends of the 
earth, for I am God, and there is none else.” But 
this writer shows that this cannot be, because God 
proposes to pardon the penitent! Well, could all 
be saved if God would not pardon the penitent ? No, 
and therefore this process, to disprove Universal Sal- 
vation, is new / 

All which this writer has said respecting other va- 
rious views of salvation, entertained by Universalists, 
such as that temporal death being the penalty of the 
law, there can be no punishment beyond it ; or that 
Christ having suffered the penalty in our room and 
stead, we shall ail be saved thereby ; or that though 
the sinner may be punished in the future state, that 
punishment will finally effect his repentance and sal- 





ses. Let this fact, reader, lie in your understanding 
by the side of the fact which has been fully proved, 
that God renders to every one according to his 
works, and then you will séc that this writer’s expo- 
sition of pardon is directly opposed to the testimony 
of divine ispiration. ‘ 


this ; he is wo little acquainted with the scriptures, 
and too muca under ciie influence of popular preju- 


nas cigaged. ff iis acquaintance with the script- 
Urs aa Leen such as Would have justified his un- 





is no moral wrong in the world. 





vation, need not here be particularly noticcd, be- 
cause if his exposition of pardon is clearly disproved, 


| then his text is shown not to apply to his subject in 
j}any case. It seers proper, however, to remind him, 


that he has, himself, overthrown his own scheme.— 


: 4 _ | See his statement which follows ; ‘* Christ suffered 
Lhe unhappy fact, respecting our opponent, 1s} enough to magnify the broken law and make in hon- 


orable to manest to the full the divine displeasure 


: : jat sin—to arswer all those purposes in the divine 
dices to reason corecily on tiie subject in wiuch be | government, which could have been answered by in- 


tlicting deserved punishment upon our guilty race.” 
If we allow this statement, can any th:ng be more 


Gertning, ue could not have written his exposition | evident, than that the infliction of eternal punish- 
oi pardon, without bringing to his recollection that ment can auswer no purpose :n the divine govern. 
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ered enough to an- ; 
advise government, 


ment ? He says, thet © Christ st 
swer ali the purposes im the 
which could have been 
served punishizont upon our guilty race.’ 
surely, to inflict deserved 
guilty race, can answer no purpose in the divine 
government. Thus he prostrates all which he has, 
with great care, and with the assistance of his “ new 
process,’ ? endeavored to set up. 

Nothing need be said in reply to this writer’s sug- 
gestions, that Universalists are uneasy in their minds, 
and that they fiy, from one scheme to another, to 
Mhaiuta’n their doctrine. All this is done for the 
want of sound argument, and only proves that he 
woukl be willing to asperse whom he cannot con- 
vince. 

Some xcknowlegment may be due for the favora- 
ble commnendation, which this advocate of endless 
misery bestows on Universalists of various systems, 
though it seems to be handed out rather in form of 
accusation. He allows that we all go on in harmony 
one with another, notwithstanding our views are so 
different.—This we aecept as a commendation, and 
hope we may be able to justify the representation by 
our future conduct. It is true that Oniversalists 
have various views respecting the ways and means 
and times, which, in the councils of heaven, regard 
the final happiness of all mankind ; but we feel so 
entirely confident that God’s ways, means and times 
are all established in infinite wisdom, and that our 
different views can never change any cf them, that 
we think it far more reasonable and more consistent 
with the spirit of Christ, to unite in charity and re- 
joice together in that great truth in which we all 
agree, than to embitter our christian race with dis- 
cord and mutual recriminations. 

Suppose a whole family is on a journey, from New- 
England to the western country, where the provi- 
dent father has vested a large sum in landed estate, 
where he purposes to settle for the remainder of his 
life. He has provided comfortable means and eligi- 
ble accommodations for his whole family on their 
journey, and their prospects justify every rational 
gratification of hope. But among the children, who 
are ignorant of the country whither they are bound, 
and of the distance they must travel to reach it, some 
difference of conjecture arises. One thinks it will 
require six months to perform the journey, another 
is fully persuaded that they shall all be safe at their 
home in three months ; there are also different opin- 
ions among them respecting the country through 
which they are to pass. Some have formed a notion 
that they must encounter a very rough and fatiguing 
way,— others think the road is more smooth and com- 
fortable ; but they all agree that in due time, having 
passed all which is necessary, they shall arrive at 
their destined, happy home. Would it not be un- 
wise for these children to indulge a bitter spirit tow- 
ards each other on account of these various notions ? 
Would it not be the very height of folly and even 
perverseness, for these children to refuse to travel 
together, to eat and drink together on their journey, 
because they entertained these different opinions ? 

Let the children be quiet and love one another, and 
trust all their concerns to the wisdom and provi- 
dence of the parent, who impartially regards them, 
and who will bear them company, and — them 
safely home. H. B. 


—_ Ti hen, 


FROM THE GREENVILLE GAZETTE. 
TOLERATION—AGAIN. 

We deem the following worthy of publication, as 
it will show the light in which Judge Hallowell’s i in- 
tolerance is contemplated. *; 

Messrs. Editors,—I observed in your paper of the 
10th inst. that, “in a case tried before Judge Hallo- 
well and a special Jury, in the District Court of Phil- 
adelphia, Nov. 14, a man was offered as a witness 
for the defendant, who, on being interrogated by the 


answered by inflicting de- | 


punishment upon our | 








ae ————— 
plaintit™ s counsel as to his 2 velig! ous belief, declared approved ! Such un one might say, the believer jn 
that he did not believe ina futnre state of rewards | future punishment cannot fecl the obligation of an 
| and punishments, after this i:fe; but that the only | oath, because he believe, that, though he should 
punishment for sin was in the present state of existence. | commit perjury, yet if he should repent, even but 
| The Judge, after argument, refused to admit him to | one moment before death, he shall escape ‘with im. 
| be qual.fied as a witness.” Whether there be an} punity; which certainly would be a more reasona- 
object to be answered in giving publicity to this pro- | ble plea than that a man should not feel responsible 
ceeding of one of our courts of Justice, or not, its who has no idea of avoiding just punishment, in this 
publication in the Newspapers will have its effect | life, fer such an act. 
upon the public mind. You will, therefore, as I! But who would not deprecate such a system of re- 
trust, permit a few words to be said on this remark- crimination ! Where will be our liberty, where our 
able procedure. It.does not appear, by the state- | equality, where our security in the impartial admin. 
ment of the case in your paper, whether the man | istration of Justice, when such a system of proscrip- 
who was offered as a witness was aman of good mor- | tion shall be adopted ! 1 devoutiy wish, Messrs. Ed. 











al character or not ; but, as nothing is said against | 
him on this score it is to be presumed his character | 
was good ; for had it not been+so, that would un- | 
doubtedly have been preferred as the ground of oh- 
jection. Of course we are to suppose that a man of 
good moral character is refused permission, in a court | 
of Justice, and in a country whose constitution of | 
government forbids religious fesis, to sustain the | 
standing which all but notorious liars enjoy, because | 
he honestly believes that punishment, or the conse- | 
quences of sin, are confined to this mortal state, | 
where, alone, for aught that reason or revelation say 


to the contrary, sin, the cause, does or can exist! It | 


is not in my power to believe that his honour, Judge | 
Hallowell, is actuated cither by the principles of the 
christian religion, or those of our free and equitable 
constitution of government. Faith is not a volunta- 
ry act of the mind, but the necessary result of con- 
vincing evidence. Therefore, if a man is to be thus 
indirectly stigmatized in a court of Justice, as un- 
worthy of credit, either with or without an oath, for 
his unavoidable religious belief, it is manifest that a 
spirit of intolerance and oppression reigns, which is 
in the highest degree dangerous to our freedom. 
How many thousands of people there are, in our 
country, whose moral sense is so weak, and whose 
regard to the good opinion of men is so strong, that, 
rather than bear the odium of being refused the 
privilege of testifying in such a case, would lie to the 
Holy Spirit, and pretend to believe what they did 
not ! In that case thousands of the most presumptu- 
ous and daring of all liars would be indulged a priv- 
ilege which an honest man is denied! “ On this 
great principle (according to Judge Hallowell) rests 
all our institutions, and especially the distribution of 
Justice between man and man !*”” Who knows but 
what the defendant, in the case stated, failed to sus- 
tain a just cause, by the rejection of this witness ? 
And what a safe, grand and glorious principle our 
institutions rest upon, when a man is liable to lose 
an important cause, in a court of Justice, because a 
material witness may not happen to believe in eter- 
nal future torments, or the papal notion of limited 
purgatorial fire ! 

If such a proceeding be not a stepstone to inquisi- 
torial abomination, the name of your humble serv- 
ant is not what he thinksit is. Reverse the case, 
and let 2n unbeliever in future punishment act the 
part which Judge Hallowell has ; let him say that a 
believer in future punishment shall not be allowed 
to testify in a court of Justice, though an honest man 
and of good report, and how would his conduct be 





itors, that the case in question may be published 

throughout our country, and that the conduct of 

Judge Hallowell may be viewed in its true light. 
AMERICUS. 


To provoke a person whom you would convince, 
| not only rouses his anger, and sets it against your 
| doctrine, but it directs iis resentment against your 
| Person, as well as against ali your instructions and 
arguments. You must treat an opponent like a 
| friend, if you would pers rsuude him to learn any thing 


from you. 








MARRIED, 


Tu this town, on Thursday evening, by Rev. Mr. 
Pickering, Mr. Alvin O. Read. of Pawtucket, to Miss 
Martha J. Roberts, of this town. 

In Yarmouth, Ms. on the 22d ultimo, by Rev. Cal- 
vin Monroe, of Chatham, Mr. Ebenezer Taylor, to 
Miss Temperance Thatcher, both of the former place. 








DIED, 

In this town, on Friday week, Mr. Joseph: Dom- 
inique Costa, aged 57, a native of Italy—but for 
many years a resident of this town. 

Same day, Mr. Albert Humphreys, aged 19 years. 

On Thursday week, Mrs. Rebecca Cady, wife of 
Mr. Jonathan Cady, aged 78. 

On Saturday last, Fanny, infant daughter of Mr. 
George P. Parker, of Boston. 

On Monday last, Miss Elira Johnson, aged 21 
years. 

On Wednesday last, Elizabeth Russell, daughter 
of Mr. Elisha C. Wells, aged 14 months. Funeral 
this afternoon, at 2 o’clock, from his residence in 
John-street. 

In Glocester, 26th ult. Mrs. Zerviah Steere, wife of 
Mr. Enoch Steere, in the 75th year of her age. 


a 





NOTICE. 

The members of the First Universalist Society, 
and also the pew owners in the Chapel, are reques- 
ted to meet at the vestry on Monday evening next, 
at 6 o’cléck. A general and punctual attendance is 
requested, as business of importance will be laid be- 
fore the Society. By order of the trustees. 

March 4. SAMUEL YOUN G, Clerk 





* “A few copies of the 3d edition of Mr. Picker- 
ing’s answer to the Quaker is received, and for sale 
at S. W. Wheeler’s store, 1103 Westminster sireet. 
Also Rev. Mr. Kueeland’s Sermon on the doctrine of 
ATONEMENT. Also, Knecland’s Testament. 





JOB PRINTING 


(CP Neatly executed at this Office, at short notice, 
and on favourabie terms. Justices’ Blanks for sale. 





